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SLAROR WITH A WHITE SHIN
CANMOT EMAMNCIPATE ITSELF
WHERE LARBOR WITH A BLACHK
EKIM 18 ERANDED® HARL
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{Hobert L. Blrechman has written this weck's
column, in the absenee of comrpde Johnson.)

—

“We say to our children, de not bring in a red
cent for this cause.”

This was the editorial advice given by the
Louisiana Weekly, Negro nowspaper in New Or-
Ieans, in condemning the attempt of the School
Board to forece MNegro students, parents and
teachers to contribute to the Hoover Finnish Aid
Fund, It cites the fact that Negro educaltion in
Louisiana is 25 yeara bethind that of the whites
and that Megroes are in at least as dire need as
the Finns, Many of the Negro teachers protested
the program of the School Board to have them
write letters to the parents asking for money.

This 18 tut one of many cases of regentment
of the Negro press to the attempt of the Hoover
Finnish Aid Fund to solicit funds from MNegroes.
The “"Laundryman® column in the Callfornia
Eagle (Jan. 25, 1940}, speaking of the propoged
government loan to Finland states: “It seems to
me that it would be much mora P‘I'E.I:U'l.‘-ﬂl. muph
more rational, to shoot this 25,000,000 here in
America to bolster the relief checks of thou-
sanda of underncurished, impoverighed Ameri-
cang."

Ethiopia Called To Defend Finland!
The Chicage Defender, in an editorial (Feb., 3,
1940) on the League of Nations states:
“Members of the League of Nations have
mades another gesture which should expose
their utter and complete hypoerisy to  the
world—especialy o the world of colored peo-
ples,
. “"The Leagus has asked ald of Halle Selas-
slpg for Finland. Shades of Saint Peter and
Paul! Was It not the same League that sold
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ON THE WAR IN FINLAND:

By ALBERT GOLDMAN

VI

When Stalin ordered the Red
Army to invade Finland, we con-
demned the invasion: but we did
not permit his crime Lo deter us
from our fundamenal policy of
defending the Soviet Union. The
Finnizk capitalist government
represents the imperialist world

Why We Should _

gition of our critics, especially
thoge who claim Lo speak in the
name of Marxism. We need not
arguc with the HNberals, the so-
cial-democrats and labor bureau-
crats, with the people, that ia.
who openly support the falsehood
that the war heiween England
and Germany iz a war for democ-
racy against fascism, with the
people who, in adwance, have

and our policy of uneonditibnal
defense of the Soviet TUnion

gtrugple against the
vaneed workers of Finland must
redouble their efforts to over-
throw the Finnish capitalist gowv-
ernment, both the Russian and

the Finnish workers, a3 well as

of the world, must do everything
ingtheir power (o prevent a de-
feat of the Sowviet Union,
“Terrible”, eried every middle-
clags demoerat, beginning with

ment, This showed

gure of the bourgecis democrats.
The difference between all of
these people and ourselves is the
difference between the revolu-
tionary Marxists led by Lenin in

the Hing of Hings down the rlver. What col-
lossal shamelessness,™

“For the Negro people to send funds to the
Finnish Mannerheims and. Tannors, whoe have
forced thousands of Finns to lenve thedr eoun-
try, and to flee to America secking democracy
and frecdom, would be like a Negro sending
maoncy to Cotton Ed Smith and Bilbo of Car-
olina and Mississippi.

“Black men who fled Mississippi, wounldn't
send money to help those whoe Iynch and muor-
der “Negroos," would they"

Roy Wilking, in his columga in the Amsterdam
News (Jan. 13, 1840) advises the Negrd people
to keep their thinking straight on the main i5-
gues before the public:

“Specifically I have in mind the present sweep
of ultra-reactionary propagands, marching to
new power and prominence behind the ‘Help Fin-
land" movement. The plight of Finland has pro-
vided a new sereen for viclous assaults upon any
progressive,  liberal or radical thought. The
mighty wirc-pullers in America are tugging at
the heartstrings of the notoriously soft-hearted
Anrerican public- ostensibly .for the relief of the
Finns, bul in reality for the destruction of what
few gains have been made in past years in social
advancenant. )

“We are told that Finland is fighting “for God
and Western clvilization' against the 'pagan Ori-
ental hordes of Russla’ and that in effect, Amer-
jem's first line of defense i3 the Mannerhelm line.
George E. Sokeolsky. hireling of the Matlonal
Manuafeturers' Association, who writes for the
New York Herald Tribune, grects the New Year
with a piece in which he suddenly discovers (as
did the Kaiser) that God i mixed up In this war
business. Pulling out all stops, letting himself go
in an emotional orgy, and raking up all the tried
and true Fourth of July oratorical cliches, Sokol-
sky tells us the Finna may yet win the war—the
larger war ‘bebween liberty and despotism, be-
twesn elvilization and collectivism, between Chrls-
tianity and paganism, between the progress of
mankind and the degradation of mankind,’

Negroes Won't Be Taken In

“Thig drive to ‘clean out the Reds' and smear
anything progressive with Red paint is one of
which Negroes should beware. They should ask
themselves how much of liberty and of despotiam
they have had under these American skies. A na-
tion which has resisted stubbornty for forty years
any attempt to wipe oul the shooting, hanging
and burning of human beings at the stake has o
lot of nerve trying to tell Negroes it iz civilized
and the other fellow iz a heathen. A nation whose
Christianity is ruled by the color ling has A nerve
pointing to someone else as A pagan, "By their
fruits ye shall kaow them.'

“An empire with its heel on 400 million black
and brown men has a nerve talking about dea-
potiam. And, closer at home to Negroes, the
Mational Manufacturers’ Association, many of
whose membera fight labor in open warfare with
gpies, tear gas and gung, and most of whose
membera shut the door of employment in the face
of MNegroes, has ifs nmerve talking about liberty
and deapotism.”

Martin I». Richardson, in his column “Left
Face" in the Boston Chronlele (Feb, 18, 19400,
states: “. . . the newspapers are very careful to
make gure that you do not have too much of -an
opportunity to distinguish between the ‘poor Fin-
nish people’ and the vicious, tricky Mannerhelm
regime, the feudal-lord followers, few though they
are, of Geneéral Mannerheim, after whom the
Finnish defense line & hamed and with whom the
British and French have been making for joint
invaslon of Soviet Russia, their real alm, if we
take the word of their own Lloyd George. General
Mannerhelm and his cligue of money-hogs bear
the same relatlon to the Finnlsh people that the
Mikados and the Mitsui family do to the Japanese
laborers and peasants whose daughters they force
into the streets; they are as much of the 'Finnish |

1914 and the others who called
themselves  “soclallsts”. Lenin
did not yield an inch to the cap-
italists when war actually came,
while the others showed that im
reality they were nothing more
than middie-clasas democrats.
L ] [ L]

“DHEMUOCRATIC!
FOR SUPFORT OF FINLAND

Thege

invasgion. In the Feb. 17 Nation,
in his swan song bidding good-
bye to whatever Marxiam he still

possessed, the Lovestoneite Lew-
i Corey makes the assertion that |
accorfding to the Appeal “the in-
vasion of Finland is justified."
These c¢ritice omit the obvious
fact that from the very begin-
ning we have condemned the in-
vasion on the ground that it has
discredited the Soviet Unlon in
the eyes of the working masses,

The Bocialist party of MNorman
Lovestoneites
have approximately the same po-

Thomas and the

against capitalism applies in the
war against Finland, While the
advanced workers of the Soviet
Union must not give wup their
Stalinist

bureaucracy, and while the ad-

the workera throughout the reat

ARGUMENTS

pasudo-Marxist critics
falsify our position by insisting
that our party supporis Stalin's

the liberals and golng on through
Nerman Thomas and his Soclalist
Call, the Lovestoneites, and even
close sympathizers of our mowve-
that either
they did not understand our pro-
gram or expected us to do what
they did: cave in undér the pres-

promised their whole-hearted sup-
port to the American governnieng
when il deems it advisable to ea-
ter the war, The advanced work-
era understand these people well
and there iz no danger that they
will follow them.

If there is any danger that the
advanced workers, due to thelir
justifiable hatred of the Stalinlst
bureaucracy, will be lod to talke
a wrong position, it is Dbecaunsse
thers are those who glibly speal
in the name of Marxism and ad-

basia of Marxist principles we
must either support the Fionish
government against the Soviet
Unicn or else be indifferent to
the victory of either side.

To justify their position both
the Socialist party and the Love-
stoneites point to the “democratic
character” of the Finnish govern-
ment. They furnish us with fig-
ures showing that thére are B85
“spcialists” in the Finnlsh parlia-
ment amnd "143 representatives of
workers and peasants” On the
same basis, however, the workers
gihould be askhed to support

France and England. Are there
not more repregentativea of the
workers in the parliaments of
those countries than in the Relch-
atag of Germany ? These “Marx-
ists"" have found a pew criterian
to determine whether the work-
ers should support oné capitalist
country as against another,
namely, the relative number of
representatives of workers in the
parliaments of the couniries
fighting each other!
Revolutionary Marxists can on-
ly look with contempt upon these
people who have not yet learmed
or who have forgotlen that the
capltalist atate remaing a capltal-
st state no matter how many

{socialists” thers may be in par-

llament, that the capitalist state,
in any war, defends the interesta
of the capitalist class and these
interests are of no concern to the
worhera.

It is only in a case of civil war
betwesn fascists and a democral-
iz government that the workers
can glve material (but not politic-

al) support to the latter, That s

gitlon: more or less open support what our party advocated in the
of the Finnish capitalist govern- |Spanish civil war. In & war be-
ment. The Lowvestoneites are a tween imperialist countries, the

litkle more careful and use a few
more Marxist phrases than the

Thomasites, but essentially they

agree that the Hed Army should
be defeated by the Finnish bour-

Eeols army.

Let us take a glance at the po-

CURRAN "UNITY’

SPELLS SPLIT
FOR SEAMEN

(Continusd from Page 1)

too high—is cursed by unemploy-
ment,

The SUP-MFOW each has a
large, well-guarded strike fund,
The MMU is bankrupt. Its strike
fund was agquandéred by Curran
last summer o hiz attempt to
put down the rank and file revolt
in the gulf,

For the rank and file of the
MNMU there iz absolutely nothing
to be gaived by continged lovalty
to the NMU, That outfit has been

revealed in its true ecolors as an |

agency of the maritime commis-
sion, aa a strike-breaking organ-
ization, as a dues-collecting
racket run by a gang of Stalin-

ists and thelr stooges,

The rank and file séamen on

both coasts can profit through

increased cooperation with the
BUP and with the national ar-

ganization ercated by the EUP,
the Seafarers International Un-
jon, It Is slgnificant that Curran’s
announcétment omitted all men-

tion of the SITU. This 1= under-

standable when you know that
the great majority of the SIU
are rank and file seamen who
[eft the MNMU or were expelled
for their opposition to Curran's
phoney policy and disruptive

people’ ag the Lady Astor set is to the millions of | methods,
Limehouse cockneys in London. . . . That Soviel It s alse significant that
Russia and the Mapnerheim group happen to be| Curran's aonouncement  oon-

fighting it out in the ice and snow of the Karelian
peninsula iz but & circumstance; Chamberlain,
Daladier, Hitler and Co., would have engineered
the showdown somewhere, anyhow."

The above comments are fypical of the attitude
and opinfons of the Negro press on the Finnish
war and clearly indicate that the Negroes are not
readily falling for the war propaganda of Amer-
jen's Sixty Families and their paid hirelings under
the slogan to “make the world safe for democ-

racy.” purely hypocritical, a desire to U NNNEN NN NN O RGO IOOnONNNTTRS

talns the usual bhlast at Harry
Lundeberg, secretary-treasurer
of the SUF and leader of the
BITL Yet it was Lundeberg and
the BUP rank and file who,
more than anyone else, elab-
orated the policy that strength-
ened West Coast maritime un-
fonsmm,

Curran's desire for unity is

anly thing that can possibly be at
atake are the rival imperialist in-
terests. In the war betwesn Fin-
land and the Soviet Uniom, the
Finnish capitalist army s not
fighting for democracy against
fascism. Regardless of the mo-

gat his snout intoe the SUP-MF
OW treasury,- to gain control of
the jobs amd the ships these un-
fons control, te sirengthen his
own position on the backs of the

seamen. To do this he knows that
he must get rid of Lundeberg
amd the SITI
“unity*

That's Curran's pro-

vance the false theory that o the |
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Defend the Soviet Ur.zion

tives and intentions of Stalin, the
war bétween the Soviet Unlon
and Finland is a war of forces
representing on the one hand pa-
tionalized property and on the
other eapitalist private property.

THE S0VIET UNIOMN
EEPRESENTS THE FUTURE!

But do not the Finnish workers
lve wnder better conditions than
Lhe waorkers in the Soviet Union ¥
Do they not have a higher stand-
ard of living and greater “free-
dom™ ¥ They leave the ground of
Marxism who present such argu-
ments.

One thing that every worker
gl understand is that capital-
ism is in a stage of decay and
with it capitalist demoeracy. Whe-
ther in Finland or in any other
part of the capitalist world, the
workers face a cholee between
fasciat alavery or the proletarian
revolution, Capitalist democracy
|8 doomed and whether it is this
| year or in ten or twenty years it
{will be destroyed by the fascistas
| —or by the proletarian revolutlon
establishing a higher form of
democracy.

Finland is part of the decayiog
capitalist world, The foundation
of the Soviet*TUnion, naticnalized
property, represents part of that
future world of planned economy
and the production of goods for
the welfare of the people. In the
last analysis the existence af the
Stalinist regime i3 to be explained
by the fact that the capitalist
waorld still exists,

Lét the workeras destroy the
capitalist world and Staliniam
will have no base whatever, Tt will
disappear from the Soviet Union
like the scab on A sore from which
the pus has heen drained.

The advaneed Fionish workers,
considering the historlc Inlereats
of their clazs have no allernative
but to defend the Soviet Union
from Lhe capitalist world.

i L] L

HELPING MANNERHEIM BY
"WORKING CLASS" METHODS

The MNorman Thomas “social-
igls" have discovered a method by
which they are able to claim that
they are not helping the Finaish

capitalist “government but only |

ithvr: Finnish workers. They ask
that help be sent through the Fin-
nish trade unions, whose official-
| dom-—house-broken “socialists"—
support Manoerheim. But what
Class iz in conmtrol in Finland?
Have the trade uniohs the gov-
ernmental power? Who controls
the army which is the most im-
portant instrument of the state,
eapecially durlng a war? Soft-
brained “socialists” tell us that
Mannerbeim and his White gen-
erals have been deprived of pow-
er, Can one imagine greater non-
gense! The creator of the Finndsh
capitalist atate, the butcher of
the Finnish workera, “deprived of
power” and—and still the com-

matuder-in-chief of
forces! .

Even more miserable are the
arguments of the Lovestoneites,
who are proclaiming that the
Trotskyites have capitulated to
the Stalinists, Coming from the
people who up to a few years ago
justified every crime of Stalin, in-
cluding the Moscow frame-up
trials, this leaves one Aabbergast-
#d, In an article by Donald Gra-
ham, in the Feb. 17 Workers Age,
we are completely laid low by the
profoind argument that slnce we
support China against Japan in
spite of the fact that Chiang-Kai-
Shek is as ferocious a butcher as
Mannerheim we can alse support
Finland.

For just one little reason, Mr
Graham, does our policy differ.
China, a semi-colonial country, is
attacked by Japan, an imperialist
country; Finland, a capitalist
country and the outpost and tool
of English imperialism, is attack-
¢d by the Sowviet Union, a work-
ers’ state evem though a degen-
erated one. Isn't that a slight dif-
ferenee ? And by the way, Mr.
Griham; we do not justify, neith-
er do we support the Invasfon of
Finland.

Yes, the Lovestoneites warn the
Finnish workers not to trust the
Finnish bourgecisie “who cannot
follow an independent policy of
revolutionary defense” because it
i3 a pawn of imperialism, But
please explain how the workers
can fight under capitalist control
and still “follow an independent
policy of revolutionary defonse.”
In a war one either fights under
the control of the capitalist class
and thus alds it or fights against
the capitalist class in coptrol of
the government.

A "RADICAL"” VERSION
OF ANTI-SOVIETISM

the armed

party, led by Herbert Zam, advo-
cates a poliey of defeatism for
both camps. The people who ad-
vocate such a policy don't want
o be cauwght helping Finland,
which they recognize to be a
teol of imperialism, bt they are
for the defeat of bolh sides, That
sounds more reévolutionary than
helping Finland against the Sov-
iet Union; but assuredly it is just
as much againat the principles of
revolutionary Marxism.

Lenin advocated a policy of
revolutionary defeatism for both
camps in an imperfalist war, He
tnsisted that- to - carry. on the
struggle against one's own capi-
taliat class even at the risk of a
defeat at the front was a lesgey
evil than class peace and victory
at the fromt. He was perfectly
willing to take the risk of a de-
feal of his “own" Imperialist gov-
ernment. If ope tries to get at
the basic reasons for hiz attitude
it is clear that Lenin formulated
such a polley because on both
sides of the war the same prop-

gram. Progress for the American
searnen is impossible in that di-
rection. Propress i poasible in
the direction and under the pol-
ley of the BUP-2IU, History has
demonstrated this to the Amers
ican seamen in the last few

years.
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TWU PREPARES
GENERAL STRIKE

(Continued from Page 1)

to abount three thowsand union
men, Quill asaured the members
ship that this time the unicn
leadership was not Mufilng. If
the Mayor séés At to arrest any
of us during the strike there will
come ten times as many to lead
yom from your own ranks.

The leadership had better not
be bluffing this time! However,
yvou leok at it, the Transport
Warkers Tnlon s today en-
gaged In a fight for s very
life. The membeship of the
union has responded admirably
giving full evidence of thelr de-
termination to fight for their
rights. It iz mow up to the
Ieadership of the Transport
Workers Union to make good
aon all of the promises they
have made to the membership.

Under mno conditions sost
there be a rotten compromise
between the union officlals and
the Mayor. The Unlon has de-
maunded the recognition on the
part of the city administration
of the contracts that the union
NOW holds with the private
transit companies, If the Mayor

Leon Trotsky
Max Shachtman

and Others
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does not grant thizs, the unlon
leadership muost use the man-
dates glven it by the member-
ship to call o strike and close
down every oity transportation
line,

The membership of the TWU
must be on the alert to protect
the union conditions that they
have won after years of sacrifice
and effort. The membership of
the TWIU must never again put
faith or trus. in  politician
“friends of lagor” or in any union
officials who preach a stupid, sui-
cidal policy of thizs kind. As in
the present fight, they must de-
pend only upon the Independent
strength and fAghting power of

A small group in the Socialist |

(infst bureaucracy. That will con-

erty relations prevailed, At the
very worst, the workers fighting
againat their own capitalist class
would come under the control of
another capltalist class. There
would bg no change In property
relations,

Far different iz the sltuation
where & workers’ state I3 invalved
in o war with a capitalist state.
A defeat for the workers® state
means the destruction of nation-
alized property, a higher form of
economy; and no revolutionary
Marxist can be indifferent to such
a possibility.

The argument ls advanced that
a defeat of the Red Army by the
Finnish army would lead the
workers in the Soviet Union to
ovorthrow the Stalinist bureaue-
racy. We cannot exclude that pos-
gibility but the far, far greater
probability is that a defeat of the
Red Army by & capitalist army
would result in & capitalist coun-
ter-revalution.

History knows no example of
i union defented by the bosses
in a serfous struggle coming un-
der the eontrol of revolutionary
workers as a result of the de-
feat. A defeat of the unlon by
the bosses means the destruc-
ton of the union. To be for rev-
olutlonary defeatism within the
Soviet Union s like being for
the defeat of a unlon In a strug-
gle ngainst the boss. All the
erimes of a resctlonary trade
union lepdershlp  would not
make it any less of a crime on
the part of a worker to follow
& policy of defeatism In a
struggle between the union and
a bosa,

L] = L]

Will the world revolution gain
through a vietory of Stalin's Red
Army in Finland? That question
is supposed to slay all of us who
are for the defense of the Soviet
Union. We calmly answer: Wil
‘the world revolution gain by a
victory of the Finnlsh ecapitalist
army representing the imperlalisg
world? A victory of the Red
Army guarantees the contipwed
cxistence of the fArst workers
state, thus giving the workers an
opportunity to clean out the Stal-

slitule a ftremendous victory for
Lhe world revolution.

Subjected to criticism, any pol-
lcy other than that of defending
the Boviet Union means either
consciously to favor the Finnish
capitalist state and thus the capi-
talist world or objectively to. ald
the capitalist world by being in-
different to the defeat of the Fed
Army guarding the nationalized
property of the Soviet Union.

WE EEMAIN TRUE
TO OUR PROGEAM

How easy It was to defend the
Soviet Union before war actually
came! And especially when Stalin
was playiog with the democratic
imperialista! Many a time did we
issue the warning that the
“friends” of the Soviet TUnlon
would seurry to cover when the
test of war would come. The Stal-
inista, the liberals, the *“social-
ists,” the Lovestoneites, all pro-
claimed us to be enemies of the
Soviet Unlon, Why? Because we
insisted on making a distinetion
between the Stalinist bureaucracy
and the Soviet Union.

The war came and all these
fair-weather defenders of the
Soviet Union find one réason or
another for scurrying to cover. It
is not a0 easy now to defend the
Soviet Union as it was when Stal-
in was firting with the democrat-
e imperinlists.

Our party does not adopt a pro-
Eram fo be followed only during
tinwes of peace. Our program of
defending the Soviet Union was
based on the fundamental fact
that nationalized property makes
of the Boviet Union a workers
state regardless of Stalin's
crimes, No are has shown us why
we should change that program.

[ ®

This coneludes Comrade
Goldman's serics of articles,
Beginning with the next issue,
Comrade Goldman will answer
guestions sent In. All resders
are invited to send In gues-
tioms. ) |

e e

Downtown Labor Forum |
51 East Tth Street
New York City
Is the Soviet Union
Still A
Workers’ State?

Speaker:

E. R. FRANK
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[Patriotism In
Canada OK for
Thomas S. P.

In the “soclalist" Call this week we find a5
editorial fulminating against the latest “pegce
front”™ maneuvers of the C.P. and which refers
te the latter as the “Russian-American Bund",
Just how much of this vituperation is kgainst
the treacherous anti-working class policies of
Stalinism and how much of it is support of the
idealogical ecampaign of the democratie patrioks
for the coming holy war against the U.5.5.R.
becomes evident only from another item in the
Sames f2sue of that paper. We refer to an item
called “Canadian Socialist Election Frogram'
Which is reprinted without & word of adverss
comment under the ironieal heading “World So-
ciallam".

That “election program” is the program of the
C.CF.—the Canadian Commonwealth Federation
—brother party in the Dominion of the Amers
ican Bocialist party. It begins:

“For the second time within a generation we
are called upon to make the sacrifices demanded
by war. The C.C.F. appeals to Canadians: Aot
n:lw. that these sacrifices shall not again be in
LVl n_!l

Then, afler a few mild protests apgainst the
restriction of eclvil Jiberties, an exhortation to
"make the rich do their part”, a complaint that
"the government has broken lts promise to ‘pay-
aF-you-go" in fAnancing the war and similar
planks, the election program winds up with the
following paragraph:

“These are the issues which face the Canadian
people in the present election. The C.C.F. believes
that the war will be won and peace assured only
if the military defeat of Hitler is followed by the
defeat of Hitlerism and reaction in every land.
We appeal to the Canadian people to help us cre-
ate social and economic justice, both at home
and abroad.”

A document that the Kaiser's “socialista” of
1914 would have been proud of. Why does the
Call reprint it without comment? How does it
jibe with ita own avowed policy to “Keep Amer-
ica Out of War™?

What, in actuality, is the role and meaning
of the pacifism of Norman Thomas and his party
in this light?

Our Canadian Comrades

Analyze the "Pacifists"”

That question e¢an perhaps best be illuminated
by & comment printed in the February issue of
Secialist Action, the organ of our Canadian com-
rades of the Fourth International, with regard
to J. 8. Woodsworth, the counterpart of Nor-
man Thomas in the C.C.F. Woodsworth had de-
clared in parliament, dizsociating himself for
the moment from the rest of his CUOF. col-
leagues:

“I suggest that the common people of the coun-
try gain nothing by slaughtering the common
peoaple of another country. . . . Personally I ¢an-
not give my consent to anything that will drag
us inte another war' i
That was before the war was itself actually
under way. When the holocaust was on, he de-.
clared again in that same august body.

“The position of the, C.OF. will be stated Ty
one of my collcagues (Coldwell, the leader of the
parliamentary group). I say frankly, that with
part of that policy T heartily agree, but with
some portions of it I cannot agree. Yot I was
never &0 proud to belong to the group with
which I am associnted.”

Herg ls how our comrades in Soclallst Acton
size things up:

"The social cause for the contradiction be-
tween the official policy of the C.C.F. and Woods-
worth's public avowal lies in the presence in
Cahada of a large body of opinlon that rejects
the war by Itz failure to accept it with enthusi-
asm. The C.C.F. National Council under the influ-
ence of Coldwell kneeled before the interests of
the boss class by supporting the war, but found
it necessary to throw a bome to the anti-war
sentiment that exists in Canada. 'Woodsworth
was the bone™

Our comrades have given here the clue to the
role of pacifism 6ot only in Canada, but uni-
vieraally. Mot that of Woodsworth alone, but that
of Norman Thomas as well. Like all forms of
petty-bourgeals politics that rejects class anal-
vals, such pacifism is only a bellswether for the
capitalist war-mongers and their agents in la-
bor's ranks., In rejecting the class analysis of
Marxiam: in including Soviet Russia within the
gume calegory as Nazi Germany; in confounding
the Stalinist party (which in spite of its treach-
erous and criminal policies ig a tendency within
the labor movement just as much as the Socinl
Democratic Federation-—with Fritz Kuhn's Ger-
man-American Bund; in speaking the confusion-
ist language of “Red Fasclam" and “Brown Bol-
ahevism', the Call iz doing a distincet service,
nol to the slruggle against Stalinism nor that
against war, but to the imperialist war-mongers.

A MARXIST PREDICTION

“Ts it not clear that no matter how servile the
Zionist movement will be to Britain it will not
receive in return the right of unrestricted im-
migration nto Palestine? That is exeluded in
advance, British imperialism weighs in the bal-
ance: 400,000 Jewa in Palestine, backed by some
part of the 16 million Jews of the world

apainst 50 milllon Arab-speaking Moslems
bacled by the whole Moslem world. Lest Lhe
Arabe zeek freedom from Britain, the British
ruling class diverts them from that path by pre-
occupyiog the Arabs with the Jewish problem.
The Jew thus serves Brilain as scapegoat in the
MNear Enst, as he serves Hitler and Mussolind
and the Polish and Rumanian gangster-rulers as
scapegoat in Europe. But in return for the col-
labaration of the most powerful Arab landlorda
and capitalists, Britain keeps a sharp rein on
the influx of Jews into Palestine and never, un-
der Eritish imperialism, will the Jews be freed
from thal rein. In return for this mess of pot-
tage, shall world Jewry support Britain and lose
the friendship and potential alllance with the
peoples of Asia and Africa, the colonial peoples
everywhere, the oppressed of the earth? Ne, it
iz Loo high a price to pay when the only result
ig perpetual civil war in Palestine in” which a
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Inbor jtself,
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small segment of Jewry faces the Arab masses.”
—&oclallst Appeal, Decomber 17, 1938,
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